
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, DOC.  

PUBLIC HEARING -- December 1 4 ,  1966 

Appeal No. 9062 George J. Paduda, Jr. e t  ux, appe l l an t s .  

The Zoning Administrator of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and c a r r i e d  with M r .  
Arthur B. Hatton d i s sen t ing ,  t h e  following Order was entered  
a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on December 1 4 ,  1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- August 22, 1967 

ORDERED: 

That t he  appeal f o r  a variance from the  requirements of 
Sect ion 3301 requ i r ing  900 square f e e t  of l o t  a rea  per  u n i t  i n  
conversion of e x i s t i n g  f l a t  i n t o  a 4-unit apartment a t  1115 
Independence Avenue, SE., l o t  814, square 990, be cond i t iona l ly  
granted. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The sub jec t  property is located  i n  an R-4 D i s t r i c t .  

(2) The property is improved by a two-story br ick  row 
house having a basement. The l o t  has a 22.08 f o o t  f rontage  
on Independence Avenue and a depth of 98 f e e t  and conta ins  
approximately 2,163 square f e e t .  

(3) The bui ld ing  now has an occupancy permit f o r  f l a t s .  

( 4 )  Appellants d e s i r e  t o  convert  t h e  bui ld ing  i n t o  a 
four-uni t  apartment house having two apartments on each f l o o r .  

(5) The proposed apartments would have the. following 
rooms: Three u n i t s  with one bedroom, ki tchen,  bath and 
l iving-dining room; and one u n i t  with two bedrooms, ki tchen,  
b a t h  and l iving-dining room. 

(6) The s i z e  of t h e  l o t  i s  less than required by t he  
Zoning Regulations f o r  t h e  R-4 District, which r equ i r e s  3,600 
square f e e t  of land i n  order  t o  convert  t o  four  apartment 
u n i t s .  



(7) No oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal w a s  
r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing. The Capi to l  H i l l  Restorat ion 
Society and t h e  Capi to l  H i l l  Community Council,  Inc.  oppose 
t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal.  

OPINION: 

W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  appe l l an t  has  proved a hardship 
wi th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  var iance c lause  of t h e  Regulations 
and t h a t  a d e n i a l  of t h e  r eques t  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  p e c u l i a r  and 
eccep t iona l  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue hardship upon the  
owner. 

W e  are f u r t h e r  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  reques ted  r e l i e f  can 
be granted without s u b s t a n t i a l  detr iment  t o  the pub l i c  good and 
without s u b s t a n t i a l l y  i n p a i r i n g  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  
of t h e  zone plan as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Map. 

Reference i s  made t o  t h e  Opinion of the  Board forming p a r t  
of the  Order i n  Appeal Number 8631 f o r  a s ta tement  of t h e  reasons 
of t h e  major i ty  of t h e  Board f o r  g ran t ing  t h i s  and similar appeals .  

This  Order s h a l l  be s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  following condit ions:  

(a) The r e a r  por t ion  of the  l o t  s h a l l  be brought 
down t o  a l l e y  grade. 

(b) Two parking spaces s h a l l  be provided i n  t h e  
rear yard of t h e  s u b j e c t  property.  


